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the supervision of :this department, upon payment of costs and the execution
of a bond in the sum of $500, conditioned that it should not be sold or other-
wise disposed of contrary to the Federal food and drugs act and other existing
laws, A

’ ArTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture.

18632.. Adulteration and misbranding of butter. U, S. v. 26 Tubs of Butter.
Consent decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released
_ . under bond. (F. & D. No. 27171, L 8, No. 37116. 8. No. 4982.)
--Samples of butter from the shipment herein described having been found
to contain less than 80 per cent of milk fat, the standard provided by Congress,
the Secretary of Agriculture reported the matter to the United States attorney
for the Northern Distriet of Illinois. . »

On July 10, 1931, the United States attorney filed in the District Court of
the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure and condem-
nation of 26 tubs of butter, remaining in the original unbroken packages at
Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped by the Ledyard Cream-
ery Co., from Ledyard, Jowa, July 2, 1931, and had been transported from the
State of Iowa into the State of Illinois, and charging adulteration and mis-
branding in violation of the food and drugs act.

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that a substance
deficient in butterfat had been mixed and packed therewith so as to reduce
and lower and injuriously affect its quality and strength, and had been substi-
tuted in part for the said article. Adulteration was alleged for the further .
. reason that the article was deficient in butterfat, in that it contained less than

80 per cent of butterfat. ,

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the article had been sold,
shipped, and labeled as butter, which was false and misleading in that the
said article contained less than 80 per cent of milk fat. . :

On July 15, 1931, the Peter Fox Sons Co., Chicago, Ill., claimant, having
admitted the allegations of the libel and having consented to the entry of a de-
cree, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered
by the court that the product be released to the said claimant to be reworked
under the supervision of this department, upon payment of costs and the execu-
tion of & bond in the sum of $1,000, conditioned that it should not be sold or
otherwise disposed of contrary to the Federal food and drugs act and other
existing laws. :

ARTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture.

18633, Adulteration and misbranding of butter. U. S. v. 14 Tubs of Butter.
Consent decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Produect released
under bond. (F. & D. No. 27167, 1. S. No, 36332. S. No. 4939.)

Samples of butter from the shipment herein described having been found
to contain less than 80 per cent of milk fat, the standard provided by Congress,
the Secretary of Agriculture reported the matter to the United States attorney
for the Northern District of Ilinois. :

On July 1, 1931, the United States attorney filed in the District Court ot
the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure and con-
demnation of 14 tubs of butter, remaining in the original unbroken packages
at Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped by the Farmers
Creamery Co., from Bangor, Wis.,, June 23, 1931, and had been transported
from the State of Wisconsin into the State of Illinois, and charging adulteration
and misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act. '

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adultered in that a substance
deficient in butterfat had been mixed and packed therewith so as reduce and
lower and injuriously affect its quality and strength, and had been substituted in
part for the said article. Adulteration was -alleged for the further reason
that the article was deficient in butterfat, in that it contained less than 80 per
cent of butterfat.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the article had been sold,
shipped, and labeled as butter, which was false and misleading in that the said
article contained less than 80 per cent of milk fat. .

On July 17, 1931, C. H. Weaver & Co., Chicago, Ill., claimant, having admitted
the allegations of the libel and having consented to the entry of a decree, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be released to the said claimant to be reworked under
the supervision of this department upon payment of costs and the execution



18551156501 NOTIOES OF JUDGMENT 417

of a bond in the sum of $500, conditioned that it ghould not be sold or otherw}se
disposed of contrary to the Federal food and drugs act:and other existing
laws. : s .

ArrHUR: M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture.

18634. Adulteration and misbranding of butter. U.S:v.19 Tabs of ‘Butter.
. Consent decree.of condemnation and forfeiture. . Product: released
' under bomd. (F. & D. No. 27145. 1. 8. No. 40588. 8. No. 5208.)

Samples of butter from the shipment herein ‘déseribed having been found to
contain less than 80 per cent of milk fat, the standard provided by Congress, the
Secretary of Agriculture reported the matter to the United States attorney for
the Northern District of Illinois. S S e e

On August 17, 1931, the United States attorney filed in the District Court of
the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure and con-
demnation of 19 tubs of butter, remaining in the original unbroken packages
at Chicago, Ill, alleging that the article had been shipped by the Bagley Cream-
ery Co., from Bagley, Wis., August 5, 1931, and had been transported from the
State of Wisconsin into the State of Illinois, and charging adulteration and
misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act. -

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated -in that a sub-
stance deficient in butterfat had been mixed and packed therewith so as to re-
duce and lower and injuriously affect its.quality and strength, and had been
substituted in part for the said article. Adulteration was alleged for the further
reason that the article was-deficient in butterfat, in that it contained less than
80 per. cent of butterfat. : S

‘Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the.article had been sold, shipped,
and labeled as butter, which was false and misleading in that the said article
contained less than 80 per cent of milk fat. - - . : S

‘On August 26, 1931, the H. C. Christians Co., Chicago, Il., claimant, having
admitted the allegations of the libel-and having consented to the enfry of -a
decree, judgment of condemnation.and forfeiture was entered, and it was’ or-
dered by the court that the product be released to'the .said claimant to be re-
processed under the supervision of this department, upon payment of costs and
the execution of a bond in the sum of $1,000, conditioned that it should not be
sold or otherwise disposed of contrary to the Federal food and drugs act and
other existing laws. - C - - :

AzTEUR M. HYDE Secretary of Agriculture,

18685. Adulteration and misbranding of butter. U. S. v. 14 Tubs of Butter.
Consent decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released
uander bond. (F. & D. No. 27144. 1. 8. No. 40594. 8. No. 5130.)

Samples of butter from the shipment herein described having been found
to contain less than 80 per cent of milk fat, the standard provided by Congress,
the Secretary of Agriculture reported the matter to the United States attorney
for the Northern District of Illinois. S

On August 17, 1931, the United States attorney filed in the District Court of
the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure and condem-
nation of 14 tubs of butter, remaining in the original unbroken packages at
Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped by the Rockhill Cream-
ery Co., from Kansas City, Mo.,- August §, 1931, and had been transported from
the State of Missouri into the State of Illinois, and charging adulteration and
misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act. ’ .

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that a substance
deficient in butterfat had been mixed and packed therewith so as to reduce and
lower and injuriously affect its quality and strength, and had been substituted
in part for the said article. Adulteration was alleged for the further reason
that the article was deficient in butterfat, in that it contained less than 80 per
cent of butterfat. . -

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the article had been sold, shipped,
and labeled as butter, which was false and misleading in that the said article
contained less than 80 per cent of milk fat. oo :

On or about August 24, 1931, Hunter, Walton & Co., Chicago, Ill., claimant,
having admitted the allegations of the libel and having consented to the entry
of a decree, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was
- ordered by the court that the product be released to the said claimant to be
reworked under the supervision of this department, upon payment of costs and



